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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office action is in response to Amendment dated 05 January 2004 and RCE dated 
14 September 2004. 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-9, 12-23 are pending in the application. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 05 January 2004 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-2, 4-8, 17-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hanson et al. [US 6,442,734 Bl] in view of Ojala [US 5,655,092], in further view of Severt et al. 
[US 5,602,750]. 
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Regarding claim 1, Hanson et al. teaches a method for selecting an application used with a 
communication interface (see col. 1, lines 47-49) in a computer system. The cited method 
includes entering a mode for executing the application (see col.l, lines 50-56). It is also 
disclosed the step of identifying the type of connection according to a resistance value (see col. 
5, lines 13-15, 23-26, 36-37; col. 6, lines 21-23; col. 7, lines 5-8; col. 8, lines 31-32). Hanson et 
al. discloses the selection of an application form used with the identified type of communication 
interface (see col. 1, lines 58-61; col. 2, lines 53-56; col. 3, lines 21-23). However, the reference 
does not explicitly cite using a single pin for associating the communication interface. 
Regarding this limitation, Ojala teaches identifying an interface (see Abstract). This reference 
teaches "one operating voltage pin" (see also Abstract). Ojala teaches identifying an interface on 
the basis of a change in the pin voltage (see " one operating voltage pin", col. 7, lines 36-39). At 
the time of the invention, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine 
the references in order to obtain a method for identifying an interface immediately after the 
device has been installed, as taught by Ojala (see Abstract). The combination of references does 
not teach reading a resistance value of a pin on a cradle element that "receives the portable 
computer system and that couples the personal computer system to a second computer system". 
Severt et al. discloses the use of a "cradle element" for receiving a portable computing system 
(see Fig. 3; col. 4, line 60). The combination of references (see Hanson et al., col. 8, lines 43-50) 
teaches reading a pin in a communication device. The combination of references does not 
disclose the computer system coupled to the communication interface as being portable. 
However, it does expose the method as applicable to a portable computer (see Hanson et al., col. 
3, lines 36-42). One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to modify the cited 
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combination of disclosures by including a cradle element in order to apply the cited method to 
portable computing systems. 

As for claim 2, the combination of references (see Hanson et al.) discloses the step of entering a 
mode as responsive to input from a user, independent of the communication interface (see Id., 
col. 4, lines 22-27). As it is exposed, the user can enter a mode to execute a particular 
application regardless of the type of interface. 

As for claim 4, the combination of prior art explicitly discloses the step of identifying the type of 
communication interface according to a voltage value for a single pin (see Ojala, col. 7, lines 22- 
38). 

As for claim 5, it is not exposed in the combination of prior art the step of selecting an 
application for debugging applications on the portable computer system. Nonetheless, the 
references include the selection of different applications to be used on the portable computer 
system (see Hanson et al., col. 1, lines 53-56; col. 2, lines 56-59). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the selection of 
debugging applications on the portable system, since these are well known in the art. 

As for claim 6, the references disclose the selection of the application for sharing information 
(see Hanson et al., col. 1, lines 53-56; col. 2, lines 56-59; col. 4, lines 38-47). Although 
communication between a portable computer and a second computer is not explicitly disclosed, 
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the reference does mention the applicability of the referenced method to portable systems (see 
Id., col. 3, lines 36-42). 

As for claim 7, the prior art combination teaches the identification of USB-type communication 
interface (see Hanson et al., col. 8, lines 63-67; Figures 3 A, 3B) and the use of applications with 
a USB communication interface (see Id., col. 4, lines 19-20). 

As for claim 8, the cited art combination does not teach the identification of an RS232 
connection or the use of the application with an RS232 communication device. However, it does 
disclose that RS232 is a commonly used serial interface (see Hanson et al., col. 1, lines 27-29). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to expand the system and method disclosed by Hanson et 
al. in order to support RS232-type interface since it is a well known communication interface. 

Regarding claim 17, the prior art includes a method for selecting an application form used with a 
type of communication interface (see col. 1, lines 58-61; col. 2, lines 53-56; col. 3, lines 21-23). 
The method in the Hanson et al. cited disclosure performs the step of selecting an application 
used with a type of communication interface (see Figure 1; col. 3, line 53; col. 5, lines 56-59, 64- 
65; col. 8, lines 43-47). It is also disclosed by Hanson et al. the step of identifying the type of 
connection according to a resistance value (see col. 5, lines 13-15, 23-26, 36-37; col. 6, lines 21- 
23; col. 7, lines 5-8; col. 8, lines 31-32). Hanson et al. teaches the selection of an application 
form used with the identified type of communication interface (see col. 1, lines 58-61; col. 2, 
lines 53-56; col. 3, lines 21-23). However, the reference does not explicitly cite using a single 
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pin for associating the communication interface. Regarding this limitation, Ojala teaches 
identifying an interface (see Abstract). This reference teaches "one operating voltage pin" (see 
also Abstract). Ojala teaches identifying an interface on the basis of a change in the pin voltage 
(see " one operating voltage pin", col. 7, lines 36-39). At the time of the invention, one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the references in order to obtain a 
method for identifying an interface immediately after the device has been installed, as taught by 
Ojala (see Abstract). The combination of references does not teach reading a resistance value of 
a pin on a cradle element that "receives the portable computer system and that couples the 
personal computer system to a second computer system". Severt et al. discloses the use of a 
"cradle element" for receiving a portable computing system (see Fig. 3; col. 4, line 60). The 
combination of references (see Hanson et al., col. 8, lines 43-50) teaches reading a pin in a 
communication device. The combination of references does not disclose the computer system 
coupled to the communication interface as being portable. However, it does expose the method 
as applicable to a portable computer (see Hanson et al., col. 3, lines 36-42). One of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated to modify the cited combination of disclosures by including 
a cradle element in order to apply the cited method to portable computing systems. 

As for claim 18, the combination of prior art discloses the method as including the step of 
entering a mode responsive to an input from a user (see Hanson et al., col. 4, lines 22-27). The 
combination of references teaches a method where the user can enter a mode to execute a 
particular application independent of the type of communication interface. 
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As for claim 19, the combination of prior art explicitly discloses the step of identifying the type 
of communication interface according to a voltage value for a single pin (see Ojala, col. 7, lines 
22-38). 

As for claim 20, it is not included in the prior art combination the step of selecting an application 
for debugging applications on the portable computer system. Nonetheless, the references teach 
the selection of different applications to be used on the portable computer system (see Hanson et 
al., col. 1, lines 53-56; col. 2, lines 56-59). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to include the selection of debugging applications on 
the portable system, since these are well known in the art. 

As for claim 21, the combination of references discloses the selection of the application for 
sharing information (see Hanson et al., col. 1, lines 53-56; col. 2, lines 56-59; col. 4, lines 38-47). 
Although communication between a portable computer and a second computer is not explicitly 
disclosed, the reference does mention the applicability of the referenced method to portable 
systems (see Id., col. 3, lines 36-42). 

As for claim 22, the prior art combination discloses the identification of USB-type connection 
(see Hanson et al., col. 8, lines 63-67; Figures 3 A, 3B) as well as the use of applications with a 
USB communication interface (see Id., col. 4, lines 19-20). 
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As for claim 23, the cited prior art of prior art does not disclose the identification of an RS232 
connection or the use of an application with an RS232 communication device. However, it does 
teach that RS232 is a commonly used serial interface (see Hanson et al., col. 1, lines 27-29). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to expand the system and method disclosed by the 
references in order to support RS232-type connections since it is a well-known communication 
interface. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. Previous Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph have been overcome with the 
correction included in the present Amendment. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 9 and 12-16 are allowed. 

8. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The prior art does not teach or suggest a portable computer system, as disclosed in claim 9, 
where a "handwriting recognition pad coupled to the bus" includes a "first region for alphabetic 
characters and a second region for numeric characters". This computer system also actuates an 
application in response to a first character entered in the first region of the handwriting 
recognition pad and a second character entered in the second region of the handwriting 
recognition pad. This application is selected according to the type of communication interface. 
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Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

Alfaro et al. [US 5,646,865] teaches to identify the resistance value of the element 22 
and to identify the adapter type and the corresponding vehicle to which the adapter is 
interfaced (emphasis added). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Angel L Casiano whose telephone number is 571-272-4142. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ale 

02 December 2004. 



